FROM THIRTY YEARS  WITH FREUD
Demole adds that he had not seen Larin for two
days. On his last visit to him the patient had been
very weak and was curled up in his blankets. The
nurse had said that for the last twenty-four hours
Larin had refused all food. Nevertheless, Demole
had not been concerned, for he knew that old
chronic cases of this sort could drag on for a long
time without nourishment. Some days before,
Nicoud, whose bed was opposite Larin's, had died
in this same room. Later Demole verified that the
autopsy on Nicoud had taken place on October 5th,
1912. Larin died on October gth. No other
autopsy had been made in the meantime.
Like Larin, Nicoud had died of a lingering illness,
finally refusing food and passing into a coma.
Demole could thus find many analogies between
the two patients; both were old, always bedridden,
whining, wasting away, refusing food in the end,
and dying under the same circumstances. These
analogies appeared to Dernole well calculated to
bring about a confusion of the two.
Demole attempted to derive his explanation
from these similarities. In his day-dream, as soon
as his thoughts turned to the autopsy room, it was
quite easy to substitute the corpse of Nicoud for
that of his double. The essential differences between
the two lay only in features and names. The
physician rarely thinks about a patient who died
some time ago. He is mainly concerned with a
patient just before the end, for he wishes confirma-
tion of his diagnosis. During life the patient is
" cathexed with affects " and at the autopsy a kind
of " abreaction " occurs. Demole here uses analytic
terminology and thinks of my name. When scientific
curiosity has been satisfied, the dead man is no
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